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TV CH 63/88 

700 MHz lnteroperability Channels - Talk-around 
(SimplexlDirect) Frequency List (continued) 

TALK-AROU N D 

17 Channel 641-642 
18 Channel 657-658 
19 Channel 681-682 
20 Channel 697-698 
21 Channel 721-722 
22 Channel 737-738 
23 Channel 761-762 
24 Channel 777-778 
25 Channel 801-802 
26 Channel 817-818 
27 Channel 841-842 
28 Channel 857-858 
29 Channel 881-882 
30 Channel 897-898 
31 Channel 921-922 
32 Channel 937-938 

CHANNEL 
LABEL 

(proposed) 

7EMS76D 
7TAC74D 
7CAL75D 
7EMS77D 
7FIR80D 
7TAC78D 
7TAC79D 
7FIR81D 

7LAW84D 
7TAC82D 
7TAC83D 
7LAW85D 
7MOB88D 
7TAC86D 
7DAT87D 
7TAC89D 

FREQUENCY (lower edge) 
(base) (mobile) 

774.00000 804.00000 
774.10000 804.10000 
774.25000 804.25000 
774.35000 804.35000 
774.50000 804.50000 
774.60000 804.60000 
774.75000 804.75000 
774.85000 804.85000 
775.00000 805.00000 
775.10000 805.10000 
775.25000 805.25000 
775.35000 805.35000 
775.50000 805.50000 
775.60000 805.60000 
775.75000 805.75000 
775.85000 805.85000 

FREQUENCY (center) 
(base) (mobile) 

774.00625 804.00625 
774.10625 804.10625 
774.25625 804.25625 
774.35625 804.35625 
774.50625 804.50625 
774.60625 804.60625 
774.75625 804.75625 
774.85625 804.85625 
775.00625 805.00625 
775.10625 805.10625 
775.25625 805.25625 
775.35625 805.35625 
775.50625 805.50625 
775.60625 805.60625 
775.75625 805.75625 
775.85625 805.85625 

700 MHz Narrowband Channel Layout Plan - TV Channel 63-68 
(764-767/794-797 MHz) 

25 khz channel uses 4 
adjacent 6.25 khr channels 

12.5 khz channel uses 2 adjacent 6.25 khz 
channels. but only lwer 2 or upper 2 in 25 khr 

3 254 kHz 
between 
mw. 

I I 
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700 MHz Narrowband Channel Layout Plan - TV Channel 64-69 
(773-7761803-806 MHz) 

TVCH 64/69 

l C a i l i n g  Channel IT runk ing  110 channels a M o b i i e  Only. 2 wan ERP. analog allowed. 

licensed, subject to regional planning 
Canventmall10 channel MpIo Secondary 25 kHz Trunked 110 channel 

I s t a t e  License Reserve Channel &obile Only, 2 watt ERP. analog allowed, 
licensed, nationwide hinemnt 

MGeneral Use Channel Secondary Narrowband Data 110 channel 
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700 MHz Wideband Channel Layout Plan - 767-773/797-803 MHz 

CHANNELS CHANNEL LABEL USAGE PARAMETERS FREQUENCY (lower edge) FREQUENCY (center) 

01 Pair 2811 48 
02 Pair 291149 .~ . -. 
03 Pair 301150 

Pair 28-291148-149 
Pair 29-301149-150 
Pair 28-301148-150 

04 Pair 371157 
05 Pair 381158 
06 Pair 391159 

Pair 37-381157-158 
Pair 38-391158-159 
Pair 37-391157-159 

07 PairW166 
08 Pair 471167 
09 PaIr48H68 

10 Pair 731393 
11 Pair741194 
12 Pair751195 

13 Pair821202 
14 Pair 831203 
15 Pair 841204 

Pair 82-831202-203 
Pair 83-841203-204 
Pair 82-841202-204 

16 Pair911211 
17 Pair921212 
18 Pair931213 

Pair 91 -92121 1-212 
Pair 92-931212-213 
Pair 91-931202-204 

(proposed] 
7WDATlA 
7WDATlB 
7WDATlC 
7WDATlE 
7WDATlF 
7WDATlG 

7WDAT2A 
7WDAT2B 
7WDATZC 
7WDAT2E 
7WDAT2F 
7WDAT2G 

7WDAT3A 
7WDAT3B 
7WDAT3C 

7WDAT4A 
7WDAT4B 
7WDAT4C 

7WDAT5A 
7WDAT5B 
7WDAT5C 
7WDAT5E 
7WDAT5F 
7WDAT5G 

7WDATBA 
7WDATSB 
7WDAT6C 
7WDATBE 
7WDATBF 
7WDATBG 

50 KHz 
50 KHz 
50 KHz 
aggregated 100 KHz (lower) 
aggregated 100 KHz (upper) 
aggregated 150 KHr 

50 KHz 
50 KHz 
50 KHr 
aggregated 100 KHz (lower) 
aggregated 100 KHr (upper) 
aggregated 150 KHz 

50 KHr - no aggregation = nationwide common 
50 KHL - no aggregation 
50 KHr - no aggregation = nationwide common 

50 KHz -no aggregation = nationwide common 
50 KHr . no aggregation 
50 KHz . no aggregation = nationwide common 

50 KHz 
50 KHz 
50 KHz 
aggregated 100 KHz (lower) 
aggregated 100 KHz (upper) 
aggregated 150 KHz 

50 KHr 
50 KHz 
50 KHz 
aggregated 100 KHz (lower) 
aggregated 100 KHz (upper) 
aggregated 150 KHz 

(base) (mobile) 
768.350 798.350 
768 400 798.400 ~. .. .~ ~~ 

768 450 798 450 
768 350 798 350 
768.400 798.400 
768.350 798.350 

768.800 798.800 ~~~ ~ 

768 850 798 850 
768 900 798 900 

768 850 798 850 
768 800 798 Boo 

768.800 798.800 

769.300 799.300 
769 350 799.350 
789.400 799.400 

770.800 800.600 
770.650 800.650 
770.700 800.700 

771 050 801 050 
771 100 801 100 
771 150 801 150 
771 050 801 050 
771.100 801.100 
771.050 801.050 

771 500 801 500 
771 550 801 550 
771 600 801 600 
771.500 801.500 
771.550 801.550 
771.500 801.500 

(basal (mobile) 
768 37s 798 375 

768 425 798 425 

76R 825 798 R25 ~~ ~~ 

768,875 798.875 
768.025 796.925 
766.850 790.850 
768 900 708.900 
768.875 798.575 

769 325 799.325 

770,625 800.625 
770.675 800.675 
770.725 800,725 

771 075 801.075 
771 125 801 125 
771 175 801 175 
771 100 801 100 
771.150 801.150 
771.125 001.125 

771.600 8Ol.GO0 
771,575 801.575 

~ o t e :  Channels 46 8 48 and 73 8 75 are reserved 
as 50 KHz Nationwide Common Channels 
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700 MHz Wideband Channel Layout Plan - 767-7731797-803 MHz 

99 
108 
117 

- 
- 

Note: Channels 46 8 48 and 73 a 75 are reserved 
as 50 KHZ Nationwide Common Channels 

Channeirype n wB - WB lntnoperabiilly 

5ma.roo.orI5mrHZ WB G m e n l  Use 

Wldeband Channel Bandwidths 
I 1 1 2 1 3 [ l M k H z  

Nationwide Common 

Project 25 Common Air Interface 

Interoperability channel parameters 
Certain common P25 parameters need to be defined to ensure digital radios operating on 
the 700 MHz Interoperability Channels can communicate. This is analogous to defining 
the common CTCSS tone used on NPSPAC analog Interoperability channels. 

Network Access Code 
In the Project 25 Common Air Interface definition, the Network Access Code is 
analogous to the use of CTCSS and CDCSS signals in analog radio systems. It is a code 
transmitted in the pre-amble of the P25 signal and repeated periodically throughout the 
transmission. Its purpose is to provide selective access to and maintain access to a 
receiver. It is also used to block nuisance and other co-channel signals. There are up to 
4096 of these NAC codes. For ease of migration in other fiequency bands, a NAC code 
table was developed which shows a mapping of CTCSS and CDCSS signals into 
corresponding NAC codes. Document TINEIA TSB102.BAAC contains NAC code 
table and other Project 25 Common Air Interface Reserve Values. Use of corresponding 
NAC code $293 is required for the 700 MHz Interoperability Channel NAC code. 
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Talk group ID 
In the Project 25 Common Air Interface definition, the Talk goup ID on conventional 
channels is analogous to the use of talk groups in trunking. In order to ensure that all 
users can communicate, all units should use a common Talk group ID. 

Manufacturer's ID 
The Project 25 Common Air Interface allows the ability to define manufacturer specific 
functions. In order to ensure that all users can communicate, all units should not use a 
specific Manufacturers ID, but should use the default value of $00. 

Message ID 
The Project 25 Common Air Interface allows the ability to define specific message 
functions. In order to ensure that all users can communicate, all units should use the 
default Message ID for unencrypted messages of $00000000000000000000. 

Encryption Algorithm ID and Key ID 
The Project 25 Common Air Interface allows the ability to define specific encryption 
algorithms and encryption keys. In order to ensure that all users can communicate, 
encryption should not be used on the Interoperability Calling Channels, all units should 
use the default Algorithm ID for unencrypted messages of $80 and default Key ID for 
unencrypted messages 0000. These same defaults may be used for the other 
Interoperability channels when encryption is not used. Use of encryption is allowed on 
the other Interoperability channels. Regional Planning Committees need to define 
appropriate Message ID, Encryption Algorithm ID, and Encryption Key ID to be used in 
the encrypted mode on lnteroperability channels. 
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Region 16 (Kansas) 

Memorandum of Understanding 

SUBTECT: Memorandum of Understanding for agencies to operate FCC designated 
700 MHz Interoperability channels 

This memorandum of understanding (hereafter referred to as MOU) shall be submitted by 
(hereafter referred to as APPLICANT) 

representing a public safety agency indicating compliance and agreement with the 
attached operational and technical guidelines for the use of the FCC designated 700MHz 
Interoperability Channels. By virtue of signing and submitting this MOU, APPLICANT 
affirms its willingness to comply with the proper operation of the interoperability 
channels. 

The APPLICANT shall abide by the conditions of this MOU, which are as follows: 

To operate by all applicable Federal, State, County, and City laws/ordinances. 
To utilize “plain language” for all transmissions. 
To monitor the Calling Channel(s) at an incident and coordinate the use of the 
tactical channels. 
To identify inappropriate use and mitigate the same fiom occurring in the future. 
To mitigate contention for channels by exercising the Priority Levels identified in 
this MOU. 
To share channels between all qualified public safety entities without respect to 
discipline and not monopolize the use of any channel. 

The preceding conditions are some of the primary requirements for operation of these 
interoperability channels. They are not a complete list and applicants are referred to the 
complete SIEC guidelines (attached) for the complete list of operational and technical 
requirements. 

The applicant agency will use these interoperability channels with 
of mobile/portable units) and will notify the Region 16 (Kansas) FWC if the number of 
radios programmed increases by more than 10% of the number of units listed above. 

Priority Levels: 
1. Disaster or extreme emergency operation for mutual aid and inter-agency 

communications; 
2. Emergency or urgent operation involving imminent danger to life or property; 
3. Special event control, generally of a preplanned nature (including Task Force 

operations) 
4. Joint training evolutions (these channels do not qualify for use by single agencies for 

their secondary communications purposes) 

(number 
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To resolve contention within the same priority, assuming all radio equipment is 
exadling the lowest output and effective radiated power level practicable, the channel 
should go to the organization with the wider span of control/authority. This shall be 
determined by Region 16 RPC, or by the levels of authonty/govemment identified in the 
contention. 

For clarification purposes, and as an aid to facilitate inter-agency on scene 
communications, any fixed base or mobile relay stations utilized for temporary locations 
(FCC station class FBT or FB2T, respectively), shall, utilize power levels sufficient to 
effect the necessary operation. 

Any violation of this MOU or FCC Rule shall be addressed immediately. The first level 
of resolution escalation shall be between the parties involved, next the Region 16 
(Kansas) RPC, and finally the FCC. 

Chairperson, Region 16 (Kansas) RPC Date 

ApplicantIAgency Date 
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STATE OF NEBRASKA 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER 

Brenda L. Decker 
Chief Information Officer 

P.O. Box 95045 
Lincoln, Nebraska 68509-5045 

402-471-3560 

Dave Heineman 
GolX,"Or 

402-471-2761 
402-471-2065 

April 3,2007 

Captain Randy Moon, Chairman 
Kansas Highway Patrol 
2019 E. Iron Street 
Salina, KS 67401-3406 

Dear Captain Moon, 

The Nebraska Region 26 concurs with the Region 16 (Kansas) 700 MHz Plan. Nebraska 
Region 26 has reviewed the 700 MHz Plan submitted by Region 24 and is satisfied that the 
plan takes into account the necessary considerations to coordinate with adjacent regions. 

Nebraska Region 26 looks forward to working with Kansas Region 16 in coordination of 
700 MHz and other spectrum issues in the future. Nebraska Region 26 is actively 
developing its plan and looks forward to presenting its plan for concurrence to Kansas 
Region 16 in the near future. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Jeffres, &ir Re&n 26 (Nebraska) 700 MHz RPC 
State Network Supervisor, Public Safety 
Office of the CIO, Network Services 
501 S. 14th Street 
Lincoln, NE 68508 

rnike.jeffres@cio.ne.gov 
402-471 -37 19 

Office Location: 501 South 14th Street, Lincoln Nebraska 
An Equol OpportunftlJAffirmotlw Action Employer 

Printed wilh w ink on -led paper 



Inter-Regional Coordination Procedures 
and 

Procedures for Resolution of Disputes 
That May Arise Under FCCApproved Plans 

I. INTRODUCTION 

I .  This is a mutually agreed upon Inter-Regional Coordination Procedures 

Agreement (Agreement) by and between the following 700 MHz Regional Planning Committees, 

Region 26 - Nebraska 

Region 16 - Kansas 

II. INTER-REGIONAL COORDINATION AGREEMENT 

2. The following is the specific procedure for inter-regional coordination which has 

been agreed upon by Region 26 and Region 16, and which will be used by the Regions to 

coordinate with adjacent Regional Planning Committees. 

a. An application filing window is opened or the Region announces that it 

is prepared to begin accepting applications on a first-come/first-served basis. 

h. 

c. 

Applications by eligible entities are accepted. 

An application filing window (if this procedure is being used) is closed 

after appropriate time interval. 

d. Intra-regional review and coordination takes place, including a technical 

review resulting in assignment of channels. 

e. After intra-regional review, a copy of those frequency-specific 

applications requiring adjacent Region approval, including a definition statement of proposed 

service area, shall then be forwarded to the adjacent Region(s) for review. This information 

will he sent to the adjacent Regional chairperson(s) using the CAPRAD database. 

I 

If an applicant’s proposed service area or interference contour extends into an adjacent Public Safety 
Region(s), the application must be approved by the affected Region@). Service area shall normally be 
defined as the area included within the geographical boundary of the applicant, plus three (3) miles. 
Interference contour shall normally be defined as a 5 dBu co-channel contour or a 60 dBu adjacent channel 
contour. Other definitions of service area or interference shall be justified with an accompanying 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOW or other application documentation between agencies, i.e. mutual 
aid agreements. 

I 



f. The adjacent Region reviews the application. If the application is 

approved, a letter of concurrence shall be sent, via the CAPRAD database, to the initiating 

Regional chairperson within thirty (30) calendar days. 

II. Dispute Resolution 

If the adjacent Region(s) cannot approve the request, the adjacent Region (1) 

shall document the reasons for partial or non-concurrence, and respond within 10 (Ten) 

calendar days via email. If the applying Region cannot modify the application to satisfy 

the objections of the adjacent Region then, a working group comprised of representatives 

of the two Regions shall be convened within thirty (30) calendar days to attempt to 

resolve the dispute. The working group shall then report its findings within thirty (30) 

calendar days to the Regional chairpersons email (CAPRAD database). Findings may 

include, but not be limited to: 

(i) Unconditional concurrence; 

(ii) conditional concurrence contingent upon modification of 

applicant’s technical parameters; or 

partial or total denial of proposed frequencies due to inability to (iii) 

meet co-channelhdjacent channel interference free protection to existing 

licensees within the adjacent Region. 

(2) If the Inter-Regional Working Group cannot resolve the dispute, then the 

matter shall be forwarded for evaluation to the National Plan Oversight Committee 

(NPOC)’, of the National Public Safety Telecommunications Council. Each Region 

involved in the dispute shall include a detailed explanation of its position, including 

engineering studies and any other technical information deemed relevant. The NPOC 

will, within thirty (30) calendar days, report its recommendation(s) to the Regional 

chairpersons via the CAPRAD database. The NF’OC’s decision may support either of the 

* The Regional Plan Oversight Committee (RF’OC) is a committee within the National Public Safety 
Telecommunications Council (NPSTC) established to arbitrate disputes between 700 MHz Regions that 
cannot be resolved by the impacted Regions. 



disputing Regions or it may develop a proposal that it deems mutually advantageous to 

each disputing Region. 

g. Where adjacent Region concurrence has been secured, and the channel 

assignments would result in no change to the Region’s currently Commission approved channel 

assignment matrix. The initiating Region may then advise the applicant(s) that their application 

may he forwarded to a frequency coordinator for processing and filing with the Commission. 

h. Where adjacent Region concurrence has been secured, and the channel 

assignments would result in a change to the Region’s currently Commission approved channel 

assignment matrix, then the initiating Region shall file with the Commission a Petition to Amend 

their current Regional plan’s frequency matrix, reflecting the new channel assignments, with a 

copy of the Petition sent to the adjacent Regional chairperson(s). 

1. Upon Commission issuance of an Order adopting the amended channel 

assignment matrix, the initiating Regional chairperson will send a courtesy copy of the Order to 

the adjacent Regional chairperson(s) and may then advise the applicant(s) that they may forward 

their applications to the frequency coordinator for processing and filing with the Commission. 

IU. CONCLUSION 

3. IN AGREEMENT HERETO, Region 26 and Region 16 do hereunto set their 

signatures the day and year first above written. 

Respectfully, 

[all signatories to agreement] 

57/%;, ‘1Sr.b*CL&5/& 

i 



Regii 24700 M k  
R e g i i l  Planning C a m m i  

5735266105 
steve.devine@mshp.dps.mo.gov 

Missouri State Highway Patrol 
Communications Division 
P.O. Box 568, Jefferson City, Missouri 
65102 

Febmaty 22,2007 

Captain Randy Moon 
Vice Chair - Region 16 - Kansas 700 MHz Regional Planning Committee 
Kansas State Patrol Troop M Headquarters 
2019 E. Iron St. 
Salina, KS 67401-3406 

Dear Captain Moon: 

As Chairperson of Region 24’s 700 MHz Regional Planning Committee, I am pleased to provide 
you with this letter outlining the conclusion of Region 24’s review of the Region 16 700 MHz Plan. 
After reviewing the Region 16 plan, we have found both the Region 16 narrowband channel 
allotments and the wideband data allotments to be consistent with the CAPRAD packing plan and 
therefore consistent with General Use allocations along the Missouri-Kansas border. We concur 
with all Region 16 700 MHz channel allotments, as provided to Region 24 in their plan dated 
02/21/2007. 

After initial channel modifications by Region 24 resulting from its initial review of the Region 16 
plan addressing wideband data channel allotments along the Kansas-Missouri border and outlined in 
correspondence from Region 24 700 MHz Region Planning Committee dated November 28,2006, 
we are satisfied with the results of our discussion and dialogue regarding Region 16’s 700 MHz 
wideband channel allotments as documented in their revised plan and in the CAPRAD database. 
While not all of the Region 24 alternative wideband data channel recommendations have been met 
by Region 16 700 MHz Regional Planning Committee, we are confident that Region 16 worked 
hard to adjust their allotments while still keeping their own users needs in mind and that the 
implementation of 700 MHz public safety channels near the Kansas-Missouri border can be 
successful for both regions as long as a public safety communications regional dialogue between 
our regions continues. We encourage Region 16 to join Region 24 in remaining diligent in 
documenting their use of all 700 MHz channels on the CAPRAD database so successful regional 
planning and information sharing can be met throughout our border region. 



Region 24 looks forward to working with the Region 16 700 MHz Regional Planning Committee to 
provide effective and efficient 700 MHz radio coverage and meet users needs throughout both 

submission of their 700 MHz plan to the Federal Communications Commission. 

This letter should serve as proof of Region 24’s approval of the Region 16 700 MHz Regional Plan. 
The inter-regional Please feel free to contact me at 573-526-6105 or 
steve.devine@mshp.dps.mo.gov should you have any questions regarding Region 24. 

regions. Congratulations to Region 16 700 MHz Regional Planning Committee on the anticipated 

Regards, 

STEPHEN T. D V CHAIRPERSON 

Re on-24 700 k H z  Regional Planning Committee 4 
STD 



Inter-Regional Coordinzvtion Procedures 
And Procedures for Resolution of 

Disputes That May Arise under FCC 
Approved Plans 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. This is a mutually agreed upon Inter-Regional Coordination Procedures 

Agreement (Agreement) by and between the following 700 MHz Regional Planning Committees, 

Region 24 - Missouri 

Region 16 - Kansas 

11. INTER-REGIONAL COORDINATION AGREEMENT 

2. The following is the specific procedure for inter-Regional coordination, which has 

been agreed upon by Region 24 and Region 16, which will be used by the Regions to coordinate 

with adjacent Regional Planning Committees. 

a. An application-filing window is opened or the Region announces that it is 

prepared to begin accepting applications on a first-comeifirst-served basis. 

b. Applications by eligible entities are accepted. 



c. An application-filing window (if this procedure is being used) is closed 

after appropriate time interval. 

d. Intra-Regional review and coordination takes place, including a technical 

review resulting in assignment of channels. 

e. AAer intra-Regional review, a copy of those fiequency-specific 

applications requiring adjacent Region approval, including a definition statement of proposed 

service area, shall then be forwarded to the adjacent Region(s) for review. ' This information 

will be sent to the adjacent Regional chairperson(s) using the CAPRAD database. 

f. The adjacent Region reviews the application. If the application is 

approved, a letter of concmence shall be sent, via the CAPRAD database, to the initiating 

Regional chairperson within thirty (30) calendar days. 

II. Dispute Resolution 

If the adjacent Region(s) cannot approve the request, the adjacent Region 

shall document the reasons for partial or non-concurrence, and respond within 10 (Ten)- 

calendar days via email. If the applying Region cannot modify the application to satisfy 

the objections of the adjacent Region then, a working group comprised of representatives 

of the two Regions shall be convened within thirty (30) calendar days to attempt to 

resolve the dispute. The working group shall then report its findings within thirty (30) 

calendar days to the Regional chairpersons email (CAPRAD database). Findings may 

include, but not be limited to: 

(1) 

(i) Unconditional concurrence; 

If an applicant's proposed service area extends into an adjacent Public Safety Region (s), the affected Region(s) 
must approve the application. Service area shall normally be defined as the area included within the geographical 
boundary of the applicant, plus three (3) miles. Other def~t ions  of service area shall be justified with an 
accompanying Memorandum ofvnderstanding (MOU) or other application documentation between agencies, i.e. 
mutual aid agreements. 

I 



(ii) Conditional concurrence contingent upon modification of 

Applicant’s technical parameters; or 

Partial or total denial of proposed frequencies due to inability to (iii) 
meet co-channeliadjacent channel interference free protection to 

existing licensees within the adjacent Region. 

(2) If the Inter-Regional Working Group cannot resolve the dispute, then the 
matter shall be forwarded for evaluation to the Federal Communications Commission. 
Each Regon involved in the dispute shall include a detailed explanation of its position, 
including engineering studies and any other technical information deemed relevant and 
forward to the commission all pertinent information as to their position in the dispute. The 
FCC’s decision may support either of the disputing Regions or it may develop a proposal 
that it deems mutually advantageous to each disputing Region. 

g. Where adjacent Region concurrence has been secured, and the channel 

assignments would result in no change to the Region’s currently Commission approved channel 

assignment matrix. The initiating Region may then advise the applicant(s) that their application 

may be forwarded to a frequency coordinator for processing and filing with the Commission. 

Where adjacent Region concurrence has been secured, and the channel h. 

assignments would result in a change to the Region’s currently Commission approved channel 

assignment matrix, then the initiating Region shall file with the Commission a Petition to Amend 

their current Regional plan’s frequency matrix, reflecting the new channel assignments, with a 

copy of the Petition sent to the adjacent Regional chairperson(s). 

i. Upon Commission issuance of an Order adopting the amended channel 

assignment matrix, the initiating Regional chairperson will send a courtesy copy of the Order to 

the adjacent Regional chairperson(s) and may then advise the applicant(s) that they may forward 

their applications to the frequency coordinator for processing and filing with the Commission. 



* ,, , ., 
. . .  

111. CONCLUSION 

3. IN AGREEMENT HERETO, Region 24 and Region 16 do hereunto set their 

signatures the day and year first above written. 

Respectfully, 

[all signatories to agreement] 



I 

Colorado 764-776-/794-806 
FCC Region 7 Regional Planning Committee 

Date: January 30,2007 

Captain Randy D. Moon 
Kansas Highway Patrol 
Troop M Headquarters 
2619 East iron Avenue 
Salina. KS 67401 

RE: Concurrence with Region 16 ~ Kansas, 700 MHz Plan 

Dear Mr. Moon, 

Region 7 is in receipt of your proposed 700 MHz Regional Plan for Kansas, submitted to this committee on 
October 26,2006. Region 7 Met on 1/17/2007 reviewed and formally approved Region 16’s Plan. 

This letter serves as the official, written concurrence of Region 7 to your proposed 700 MHr Regional Plan. 

5002 South Newton Street 
Littleton, CO 80123-1710 



Inter-Regional Coordination Procedures 
and 

Procedures for  Resolution of Disputes 
That May Arise Under FCC Approved Plans 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. This is a mutually agreed upon Inter-Regional Coordination Procedures 

Agreement (Agreement) by and between the following 700 MHz Regional Planning Committees, 

Region 7 - Colorado 

Region 16 - Kansas 

11. INTER-REGIONAL COORDINATION AGREEMENT 

2. The following is the specific procedure for inter-regional coordination which has 

been agreed upon by Region 7 and Region 16, and which will be used by the Regions to 

coordinate with adjacent Regional Planning Committees. 

a. An application filing window is opened or the Region announces that it 

is prepared to begin accepting applications on a first-come/first-served basis. 

b. 

C. 

Applications by eligible entities are accepted. 

An application filing window (if this procedure is being used) is closed 

after appropriate time interval 

d. Intra-regional review and coordination takes place, including a technical 

review resulting in assignment of channels. 

e. After intra-regional review, a copy of those frequency-specific 

applications requiring adjacent Region approval, including a definition statement of proposed 

service area, shall then be forwarded to the adjacent Region(s) for review. I This information 

will be sent to the adjacent Regional chairperson(s) using the CAPRAD database. 

I If an applicant’s proposed service area or interference contour extends into an adjacent Public Safety 
Region(s), the application must be approved by the affected Region(s). Service area shall normally be 
defined as the area included within the geographical boundary of the applicant, plus three (3) miles. 
Interference contour shall normally be defined as a 5 dBu co-channel contour or a 60 dBu adjacent channel 
contour. Other definitions of service area or interference shall be justified with an accompanying 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) or other application documentation between agencies, i.e. mutual 
aid agreements. 



f .  The adjacent Region reviews the application. If the application is 

approved, a letter of concurrence shall be sent, via the CAPRAD database, to the initiating 

Regional chairperson within thirty (30) calendar days. 

I1 Dispute Resolution 

If the adjacent Region(s) cannot approve the requcst, the adjacent Region (1) 

shall document the reasons for partial or non-concurrence, and respond within 10 (Ten) 

calendar days via email. If the applying Region cannot modify the application to satisfy 

the objections of the adjacent Region then, a working group comprised of representatives 

of the two Regions shall be convened within thirty (30) calendar days to attempt to 

resolve the dispute. The working group shall then report its findings within thirty (30) 

calendar days to the Regional chairpersons email (CAPRAD database). Findings may 

include, but not be limited to: 

(i) Unconditional concurrence; 

(ii) conditional concurrence contingent upon modification of 

applicant’s technical parameters; or 

partial or total denial of proposed frequencies due to inability to (iii) 

meet co-channeliadjacent channel interference free protection to existing 

licensees within the adjacent Region. 

(2) If the Inter-Regional Working Group cannot resolve the dispute, then the 

matter shall be forwarded for evaluation to the National Plan Oversight Committee 

(NPOC)2, of the National Public Safety Telecommunications Council. Each Region 

involved in the dispute shall include a detailed explanation of its position, including 

engineering studies and any other technical information deemed relevant. The NPOC 

will, within thirty (30) calendar days, report its recommendation(s) to the Regional 

chairpersons via the CAPRAD database. The NPOC’s decision may support either of the 

The Regional Plan Oversight Committee (RF’OC) is a committee within the National Public Safety 2 

Telecommunications Council (NPSTC) established to arbitrate disputes between 700 MHz Regions that 
cannot be resolved by the impacted Regions. 



disputing Regions or it may develop a proposal that it deems mutually advantageous to 

each disputing Region. 

g. Where adjacent Region concurrence has been secured, and the channel 

assignments would result in no change to the Region’s currently Commission approved channel 

assignment matrix. The initiating Region may then advise the applicant(s) that their application 

may be forwarded to a frequency coordinator for processing and filing with the Commission. 

h. Where adjacent Region concurrence has been secured, and the channel 

assignments would result in a change to the Region’s currently Commission approved channel 

assignment matrix, then the initiating Region shall file with the Commission a Petition to Amend 

their current Regional plan’s frequency matrix, reflecting the new channel assignments, with a 

copy of the Petition sent to the adjacent Regional chairperson(s). 

1. Upon Commission issuance of an Order adopting the amended channel 

assignment matrix, the initiating Regional chairperson will send a courtesy copy of the Order to 

the adjacent Regional chairperson(s) and may then advise the applicant(s) that they may forward 

their applications to the frequency coordinator for processing and filing with the Commission. 

111. CONCLUSION 

3. IN AGREEMENT HERETO, Region 7 and Region 16 do hereunto set their 

signatures the day and year first above written. 

Respectfully, 

[all signatories to agreement] 



March 23,2007 

Mr. Regional Chairperson Region 16 
Mr. Randy D Moon 
Region 16 (Kansas) 
Troop M Headquarters 
2019 E. Iron 
Salina, KS 67401 

Dear Mr. Moon, 

Region 52 is in receipt of your proposed 700 MHz. Regional Plan, submitted to 
' . N l i s ' C m r ~  October 26, 2006. Region 52 has reviewed and formally 

_ I  a .16s Plan. 

letter serves as the official, written concurrence of Region 52 to your 
.'W'Y*, m $capofed 700 MHz. Regional Plan. 

.. . .  .. 
< :  .: ,. . - .  . .  

Sincerely, 

Robert L. Sanders 
Chairperson Region 52 
City of Amarillo, 
Dept of Communications 
P.O. Box 1971 
Amarillo, TX 79105 



Inter-Regional Coordnation Procedures 
and 

Procedures for Resolution of Disputes 
Thai May Arise Under FCC Approved Plans 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1 .  This is a mutually agreed upon Inter-Regional Coordination Procedures 

Agreement (Agreement) by and between the following 700 MHz Regional Planning Committees, 

Region 52 -Texas Panhandle, High Plains & Northwest 

Region 16 - Kansas 

11. INTER-REGIONAL COORDINATION AGREEMENT 

2 .  The following is the specific procedure for inter-regional coordination which has 

been agreed upon by Region 52 and Region 16, and which will be used by the Regions to 

coordinate with adjacent Regional Planning Committees. 

a. An application filing window is opened or the Region announces that it 

is prepared to begin accepting applications on a first-comehst-served basis. 

b. 

C. 

Applications by eligible entities are accepted. 

An application filing window (if this procedure is being used) is closed 

after appropriate time interval. 

d. Intra-regional review and coordination takes place, including a technical 

review resulting in assignment of channels. 

e. After intra-regional review, a copy of those frequency-specific 

applications requiring adjacent Region approval, including a definition statement of proposed 

service area, shall then be forwarded to the adjacent Region(s) for review. ' This information 

will be sent to the adjacent Regional chairperson(s) using the CAPRAD database. 

If an applicant's proposed service area or interference contour extends into an adjacent Public Safety 
Region@), the application must be approved by the affected Region@). Service area shall normally be 
defined as the area included within the geographical boundary of the applicant, plus three (3) miles. 
Interference contour shall normally be defmed as a 5 dBu co-channel contour or a 60 dBu adjacent chann 
contour. Other definitions of service area or interference shall be justified with an accompanying 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) or other application documentation between agencies, i.e. mutual 
aid agreements. 

I 



f. The adjacent Region reviews the application. If the application is 

approved, a letter of concurrence shall be sent, via the CAPRAD database, to the initiating 

Regional chairperson within thirty (30) calendar days. 

II. Dispute Resolution 

Ifthe adjacent Region(s) cannot approve the request, the adjacent Region (1) 

shall document the reasons for partial or non-concurrence, and respond within 10 (Ten) 

calendar days via email. If the applying Region cannot modify the application to satisfy 

the objections of the adjacent Region then, a working group comprised of representatives 

of the two Regions shall be convened within thirty (30) calendar days to attempt to 

resolve the dispute. The working group shall then report its findings within thirty (30) 

calendar days to the Regional chairpersons email (CAPRAD database). Findings may 

include, but not be limited to: 

(i) Unconditional concurrence; 

(ii) conditional concurrence contingent upon modification of 

applicant's technical parameters; or 

partial or total denial of proposed frequencies due to inability to (iii) 

meet co-ChanneUadjacent channel interference free protection to existing 

licensees within the adjacent Region. 

(2) If the Inter-Regional Working Group cannot resolve the dispute, then the 

matter shall be forwarded for evaluation to the National Plan Oversight Committee 

(NPOC)*, of the National Public Safety Telecommunications Council. Each Region 

involved in the dispute shall include a detailed explanation of its position, including 

engineering studies and any other technical information deemed relevant. The NPOC 

will, within thirty (30) calendar days, report its recommendation(s) to the Regional 

chairpersons via the CAPRAD database. The NPOC's decision may support either of the 

The Regional Plan Oversight Committee (RPOC) is a committee within the National Public Safety 
Telecommunications Council (NPSTC) established to arbitrate disputes between 700 MHz Regions that 
cannot be resolved by the impacted Regions. 



disputing Regions or it may develop a proposal that it deems mutually advantageous to 

each disputing Region. 

g. Where adjacent Region concurrence has been secured, and the channel 

assignments would result in no change to the Region’s currently Commission approved channel 

assignment matrix. The initiating Region may then advise the applicant(s) that their application 

may be forwarded to a frequency coordinator for processing and tiling with the Commission. 

h. Where adjacent Region concurrence has been secured, and the channel 

assignments would result in a change to the Region’s currently Commission approved channel 

assignment matrix, then the initiating Region shall file with the Commission a Petition to Amend 

their current Regional plan’s frequency matrix, reflecting the new channel assignments, with a 

copy of the Petition sent to the adjacent Regional chairperson(s). 

1. Upon Commission issuance of an Order adopting the amended channel 

assignment matrix, the initiating Regional chairperson will send a courtesy copy of the Order to 

the adjacent Regional chairperson(s) and may then advise the applicant(s) that they may forward 

their applications to the frequency coordinator for processing and filing with the Commission. 

m. CONCLUSION 

3. IN AGREEMENT HERETO, Region 52 and Region 16 do hereunto set their 

signatures the day and year first above written. 

Respectfully, 

[all signatories to agreement] 


